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Part III – Global Cooling.  When I began compiling the research on global cooling, I must admit, my suspicions as to the level of bias by the Denver Post and other area papers in presenting the other side of the issue was terribly “under recognized.”  The Rocky Mountain News was by far as unbiased a newspaper as a reader could ask for, but even it shared in the lack of coverage on global cooling, “perpetuating the myth of global warming.”  


Beginning in December of 2008, at least 49 articles have appeared in newspapers throughout this country, with only two in the Denver Post archives – June 18, 2000 and April 4, 1996, with no mention of a March 5, 2008 article printed by the Denver Post but first published in The Washington Post.  So much for relying on the completeness of the archives.


William Gray, Emeritus Professor at Colorado State University, as mentioned in Part II of this series, panned Al Gore’s An Inconvenient Truth.  Gone pretty much unnoticed was a news release reporting the findings of a British court – “Court Identifies Eleven Inaccuracies in Al Gore’s ‘An Inconvenient Truth.’”  This writer has a problem with certain of the findings which will be noted.  The reader may be asking just how did such a case reach a British Court?  Because a truck driver filed a lawsuit to prevent Gore’s movie from being shown in England’s public schools.  

The British Court required the inaccuracies be specifically brought to the attention of school children in order for the film to be shown.  The list is provided by NewsBusters.org.  After this list, take note of the Court’s additional requirements:  

· The film claims that melting snows on Mount Kilimanjaro evidence global warming.  The Government’s s expert was forced to concede that this is not correct.  (Statistics show less precipitation was the reason for shrinking amounts of snow.)  

· The film suggests that evidence from ice cores proves that rising CO2 causes temperature increases over 650,000 years.  The Court found that the film was misleading:  over that period the rises in CO2 lagged behind the temperature rises by 800-2000 years.  

· The film uses emotive images of Hurricane Katrina and suggests that this has been caused by global warming.  The Government’s expert had to accept that it was “not possible” to attribute one-off events to global warming.  (This is confirmed by Professor Gray, whose expertise is forecasting the severity of hurricanes and who is known for pioneering the “concept of ‘seasonal’ hurricane forecasting.”)  
· The film shows the drying up of Lake Chad (located in northwest central Africa) and claims that this was caused by global warming.  The Government’s expert had to accept that this was not the case.  
· The film claims that a study showed that polar bears had drowned due to disappearing artic ice.  It turned out that Mr. Gore had misread the study:  in fact four polar bears drowned and this because of a particularly violent storm.

· The film threatens that global warming could stop the Gulf Stream, throwing Europe into an ice age.  The Claimant’s evidence was that this was a scientific impossibility.   
· The film blames global warming for species losses including coral reef bleaching.  The Government could not find any evidence to support his claim.
· The film suggests that the Greenland ice covering could melt causing sea levels to rise dangerously.  The evidence is that Greenland will not melt for millennia (one millennium is a thousand years).  An acquaintance of this writer who resides in Alaska provides this:    Yes, glaciers are melting in Alaska, but new glaciers are forming where there have never been any.  
· The film suggests that sea levels could rise by 7m causing the displacement of millions of people.  In fact the evidence is that sea levels are expected to rise by about 40cm (a centimeter equals 0.01 meter) over the next hundred years and that there is no such threat of massive migration.

· The film claims that rising sea levels have caused the evacuation of certain Pacific islands to New Zealand.  The Government was unable to substantiate this and the Court observed that this appears to be a false claim.  

As an example of just how powerful the bias is in support of the idea of global warming, in January of 2008, Chouteau, Montana’s high school was to host speeches by Steve Running, an ecology and climate scientist professor from the University of Montana – one to students during an assembly and one to an evening audience of mostly adults.  
Point-of-information:  There is a little irony in using this example in that Professor Running served on the United Nations’ panel on global climate change that shared the Nobel Peace Prize with former Vice President Al Gore.  

After Running’s evening speech, the Superintendent cancelled the speech to the students pursuant to the demand of the school board.  The reason:  Running’s position that global warming was an unproven theory and Running’s speech could be interpreted as critical of agriculture, “the economic life-blood of the community.”  Running’s response:  I think there’s a faction of society that is willfully ignorant, that they just don’t want to know the facts about this.”  

The sad part of this incident was Running’s follow-up explanation:  His speech to the students was not about global warming at all, but an inspirational one about the jobs of science.  Apparently, the school board acted on assumption without bothering to ask Running.  What a shame!  Never mind the missed opportunity to present both sides of an issue.  (That combating climate change is perceived as anti-agriculture will be addressed in a future issue.)  

Those two additional requirements that teachers had to make clear to students to allow them to show the film:  1) The Film is a political work and promotes only one side of the argument; and 2) If teachers present the Film without making this plain they may be in breach of section 406 of the Education Act 1996 and guilty of political indoctrination.  


The reader’s comments or questions are always welcome.  E-mail me at doris@dorisbeaver.com. 
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